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NATURE OF THE CASE 


This case involves allegations that Subject Deputy Darrin Wilkinson did not conduct follow- 
up investigation on multiple cases which were assigned to him when he was working Safe 
Street Bureau - Compton Station O.S.S., as a gang detective. It is further alleged that he 
falsified Case Activity Logs and Case Closure Reports when he closed the cases. 


The allegations were investigated by Sergeant Henry Garza, of Internal Criminal 
Investigations Bureau. On June 5, 2002, the case was presented to the Los Angeles 
County District Attorney for criminal filing. The District Attorney filed 40 felony counts of 
FILING A FALSE REPORT (118.1 P.C.) against Deputy Wilkinson. A copy of the criminal 
filing (TA065280) is located in this case as Exhibit-A. 


On February 26, 2003, all charges against Deputy Wilkinson were dropped, when it was 
determined additional information was available and further investigation was appropriate. 
Internal Criminal Investigations Bureau re-opened their investigation. 


LA.B. Note: Sergeant Garza, of Internal Criminal Investigations Bureau, was 
the handling investigator on the criminal investigation. His investigation is 
maintained under case numbers 402-00009-2003-325 and 403-00002-2003- 
325. 


As a result of the additional investigation, Deputy Wilkinson was indicted by the Los 
Angeles County Grand Jury, on May 27, 2003, for 32 felony counts of FILING A FALSE 
REPORT (118.1 P.C.) and/or FALSIFICATION OF PUBLIC RECORDS (6200 G.C.). A 
copy of the Grand Jury indictment is located in this case as Exhibit-B. 


On October 30, 2003, Deputy Wilkinson appeared before Judge Allen J. Webster Jr., in Los 
Angeles County Superior Court - Department SCB. On that day, Deputy Wilkinson entered 
into a plea bargain agreement with the Los Angeles County District Attorney's Office. As 
a result of the plea bargain agreement, Deputy Wilkinson pled “nolo contendere” to one 
misdemeanor count of FILING A FALSE REPORT (118.1 P.C.) relating to Count 6 of the 
Grand Jury indictment. The remaining 31 felony counts were dismissed. Deputy Wilkinson 
was sentenced to 3 years summary probation and fines totaling $2,800.00. A copy of the 
court docket relating to this court action is located in this case as Exhibit-C. 


LA.B. Note: The case files compiled by Internal Criminal Investigation 


Bureau have been incorporated into this case either as Exhibits or 
Miscellaneous Documents. 
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As the Administrative Investigation was conducted, it was learned there were multiple 
anomalies in Deputy Wilkinson time records, in relation to information written in his Case 
Activity Logs and Closure Reports. Of the 31 separate cases included in this investigation, 
there were eight instances wherein Deputy Wilkinson logged activity in his Investigator’s 
Logs on days which he was not working. 


BACKGROUND 


Sergeant Allen Harris is the supervisor who first discovered the issues which resulted in this 
case being generated. Sergeant Harris was interviewed three time during the course of 
these investigations (once by I.C.1.B. and twice by A.B. His transcribed interviews are 
located within this case). Lieutenant Robert Rifkin was Sergeant Harris’ supervisor. He 
was interviewed by I.A.B. (his transcribed interviews are located within this case). 


Sergeant Harris said that in January 2002, Deputy Wilkinson submitted seventy four 
completed cases for him (Sergeant Harris) to approve. Sergeant Harris said that this was 
initially troubling to him because of the sheer number of case submitted at one time and the 
fact that several of them were multiple months old. As he reviewed the cases other issues 
caused him concern. 


Sergeant Harris said as he reviewed the cases prior to approving them, he noted several 
things which he found peculiar. He said he noted that many of the Case Activity Logs and 
Closure reports appeared to have the same style of writing and it appeared to him as 
though the reports had possible been written at the same time with the same pen. He said 
he also noted an inordinate amount of the cases were closed because the witnesses and/or 
victims could not be located or were not desirous of prosecution. He also noted the 
investigation into some of the cases did not seem to make sense, in that the documentation 
reflected the victims/witnesses were shown photographs of gang members from gangs 
which did not seem to have any implication in the crimes reports. 


Sergeant Harris said as he reviewed the cases he decided to call some of the victims 
and/or witnesses and conduct audits of the cases. Sergeant Harris said he called several 
of these individuals who told him they had never been contacted by anyone from the 
Sheriff's Department following up on the crime committed against them. Sergeant Harris 
said after having this occur several time, he notified his supervisor, Lieutenant Robert 
Rifkin, and advised Lieutenant Rifkin of the concerns. Lieutenant Rifkin said he reviewed 
some of the case and noted the same concerns. He said he also called several of the 
victims and/or witnesses and was also told by them they had not been contacted by anyone 
from the Sheriff's Department following up on the crime committed against them. 
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Lieutenant Rifkin brought the matter to the attention of Safe Streets Bureau Captain, Willie 
Miller, and ultimately the criminal investigation was requested. 


The actual reason the 74 cases were submitted at one time, in January 2002, is a point of 
disagreement and could not be rectified through this investigation. In January 2002, Safe 
Streets Bureau decided to assign Deputy Wilkinson to a Federal Gang Task Force. 
Sergeant Harris said the cases were submitted by Deputy Wilkinson as a matter of clearing 
his case prior to being reassigned to the task force. Lieutenant Rifkin said he did not know 
the actual reason, by surmised the same as Sergeant Harris - Deputy Wilkinson was 
clearing his cases prior to being reassigned. Deputy Wilkinson said the task force 
assignment had nothing to do with the cases being submitted and they were submitted in 
the course of normal case clearance. 


LA.B. Note: A complete list of the seventy four case submitted by Deputy 
Wilkinson to Sergeant Harris in January 2002, can be found in this case as 
Exhibit-D. Of the seventy four cases, the criminal investigation focused on 
31 them. Of the 31 cases, the Grand Jury returned indictments relating to 12 
of them. 


On January 28, 2002, the information learned by Sergeant Harris and Lieutenant Rifkin was 
forwarded to the Internal Criminal Investigations Bureau, who was requested to investigate 
the allegations. The criminal case was investigated and adjudicated as previously 
described. At the conclusion of the criminal case, this Administrative Investigation was 
begun. The physical evidence in this case consists of the Case Activity Logs and Closure 
reports prepared by Deputy Wilkinson which are alleged to be false. 


INVESTIGATION 


This Administrative Investigation will examine the 31 cases addressed in the criminal 
investigation. The remaining 43 cases were reassigned to various investigators within Safe 
Street Bureau for follow-up investigation. A list of final disposition of those cases and the 
associated LARCIS stat code definitions, is contained within this case as Exhibit-E. 


Deputy Wilkinson's training records are located within this case as Exhibit-F. His Payroll 
Time Records ranging from December 31, 2000, thru February 2, 2002, are ‘ocated within 
this case as Exhibit-G. 


Areview of the interviews of the victims and witnesses, as well as the reports prepared by 
Sergeant Garza, of Internal Criminal Investigations Bureau, were reviewed as part of this 
Administrative Investigation. Those interviews and reports are comptehensive. 
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Consequently, those individuals were not reinterviewed by Internal Affairs Bureau 
investigators. 


The following individuals were interviewed: 


Sergeant Allen Harris and Lieutenant Robert Rifkin, who provided background 
information on the case. 


Deputy Wilkinson was interviewed on February 10, 2004. 

Detective nd a worked Compton O.S.S. with Deputy 
Wilkinson, provided information about issues raised by Deputy Wilkinson. 
Compton O.S.S. Secretory M who also provided information about 
issues raised by Deputy Wilkinson. 


Prior to detailing each of the 31 cases this investigation involves, the time record 
discrepancies can be addressed. During his interview Deputy Wilkinson conceded that the 
discrepancies existed. He said he could not specifically address each of the eight 
instances. However, he provided a global explanation for them. He said he often took 
cases home and worked on them during his own time. He said there were occasions when 
he actually went to Compton Station and worked on his cases on his days off. Finally, he 
said he could have simply made a mistake on his documentation. He illustrated how such 
mistakes could be made by describing how he may have been in the field working a 
particular case and located a person implicated in another case and talked to them. Since 
he was not expecting to talk to the person, he would not have his Activity Log with him. 
Several days later, when he went to update his log, he may have simply put the wrong date 
on it, He said each of these possible explanation were commonplace with detectives, 
particularly at Compton O.S.S. 


In an effort to verify or refute Deputy Wilkinson's explanation. Sergeant Morris, of internal 
Affairs Bureau, went to Compton Station O.S.S. and located the closed cases from the 
same time frame as the ones relating to this case. Sixteen cases completed by other 
investigations were randomly selected from the files. A review of those sixteen Case 
Activity Logs and Closure Reports revealed nine instances wherein the investigator had 
information or activity logged on a day which their time records reflect they were on a day 
off. 


The sixteen example cases are located within this case as Exhibit-AA. The respective 
deputy's time records are located within Exhibit-G. 
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During his interview Deputy Wilkinson went into great detai! describing the volume and 
quality of investigations which were accepted at Compton O.S.S. during the period of these 
incidents. It was his position that this contributed to the quality of his work and the 
appearance of wrongdoing on his part. Refer to Deputy Wilkinson's transcribed interview 
for the specific information he provided. Detectives till I onc Secretary 

were each interviewed in an effort to support of refute wnat Deputy Wilkinson said about 
that issue, The transcribed interviews of each of these individuals can be found within this 
case. 


INVESTIGATIVE INFORMATION ON THE 31 INCIDENTS INVESTIGATED: 


The following are an overview of each of the cases this investigation addressed, as well as 
the statements of the victims and/or witnesses and the statement of Deputy Wilkinson. 


Exhibit}. 


This incident resulted in the filing of charges 1 and 2 in the Grand Jury Indictment, Exhibit- 
B. This incident involves the shooting at a car (246 P.C.). The First Report, Deputy 
Wilkinson's Case Activity Log, and the investigative report prepared by Sergeant Garza, 
of Internal Criminal investigations Bureau, are collectively contained in this case as 
Exhibit-H. There is no Closure Report by Deputy Wilkinson in this instance. 


The First Report details that on February 8, 2001, two women (Victims MEMME- r c M 
who are IEEE and ee] respectively) were driving in their car when unknown 
persons shot the rear window out. The report notes that the father of Victim| 

isa gang member. The case was assigned to Deputy Wilkinson on February 12, 


1.A.B. Note: There is a conflict regarding the final disposition of the case. 
Sergeant Harris stated this case was one of the 74 cases submitted by 
Deputy Wilkinson in January 2002. (Refer to his interview for the specific 
information.) Deputy Wilkinson stated he did not submit this case and it was 
apparently taken from his desk. He cited the absence of a Closure Report 
as evidence of this. Deputy Wilkinson said for all practical purposes he had 
closed this case in June 2001, but had not submitted it because he was 
trying to recollect information needed for his Closure Report. 


Deputy Wilkinson's Case Activity Log reflects that he contacted the victim (unknown which 
one) on February 13, 2001, but received no further information. It also indicates that some 
information relating to the victim's vehicle was associated with a homicide, but no specifics 
were noted. His Case Activity Log reflects the case was closed on June 28, 2001. 
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Sergeant Henry Garza, of Internal Criminal Investigations Bureau contacted both victims 
on February 27, 2003. 


Victim HB sic aside from the initial deputies who responded to the incident, no one 
from the Sheriff's Department had ever contacted her about the incident. Victim 
was shown a picture of Deputy Wilkinson. She said she had never seen him before. 


Victim aid she had never been contacted by anyone from the Sheriff's Department, 
either in person or on the telephone. She added that the address liste j 
Reportwas not actually her address or her | that of — | 
and is o | . She said they did not live at that address and could not 
have been contacted there. 


Through the investigation it was learned that EEE ad relocated to Mexico and 
was not achat, A 2s interviewed by Sergeant Garza on March 6, 2003. 
Ms. aid to her knowledge no one from the Sheriffs Department ever contacted 
her or| looking for the victims or seeking information about the incident. 


Deputy Wilkinson said he could not recall much information about his investigation into this 
incident. He was unable to state which of the two victims he contacted, where the contact 
took place, or any specifics about the contact. 


He said he had not officially closed this case and it was on his desk. He said he was trying 
to recall some of the information before he completed a Closure Report, but for all practicai 
purposes he stopped working it in June 2001. 


When asked about Victim Munoz’ contention that they could not have been contacted at 
the address or phone number on the report, because they were not accurate, Deputy 
Wilkinson said he could not recall enough about the incident to respond. 


Deputy Wilkinson's information which is specific to this incident can be found beginning on 
page 47 of his transcribed interview. 


«= ici 


This incident resulted in the filing of charges 3, 4, and 5 in the Grand Jury Indictment, 
Exhibit-B. This incident involves Grand Theft and Criminal Threats (487 P.C. and 422 
P.C.). The First Report, Deputy Wilkinson’s Case Activity Log, his Closure Report, and the 
investigative reports prepared by Sergeant Garza, of Interna! Criminal Investigations 
Bureau, are collectively contained in this case as Exhibit-1. 
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The First Report details that_on | ie the victim of these crimes, B 


reported that his stole his digital camera and threatened 
to shoot him. Two witnesses to the crimes were also identified. 


The case was assigned to Deputy Wilkinson on June 9, 2001, and was submitted as a 
closed case to Sergeant Harris, in January 2002. However, according to Deputy 
Wilkinson's Case Activity Log and Closure Report, he closed the case on June 30, 2001. 


Deputy Wilkinson’s Case Activity Log and Closure Report reflect that he contacted Victim 

on June 18, 2001, and learned he (| was not desirous of 
prosecution because the suspect was a family member and the matter would be dealt with 
within the family. Further, that Mr, would not sign a “non-prosecution” form. 


|.A.B. Note: Deputy Wilkinson’s Case Activity Log reflects an entry dated 
June 30, 2001, stating several unsuccessful attempts were made to have the 
victim sign a “non-prosecution" form. His Closure Report is dated June 30, 
2001. According to Deputy Wilkinson’s Payroll Time Records (Exhibit-G) he 
was not working on June 30, 2001. This was a Saturday and his first of five 
days off. 


Sergeant Garza, of Internal Criminal Investigations Bureau contacted vcr M 
on January 29, 2002, at his home. vr. A o Sergeant Garza that aside from 
the original deputies who responded and took the first report, he had not been contacted 

by anyone from the Sheriff's Department. Mr. enied telling anyone from the 

Sheriff's Department he was not desirous of prosecution because the suspect was a family 

member or that the family would address the matter. 


Sergeant Garza showed Mr. EE picture of Deputy Wilkinson and asked if he 
recognized him or had ever been contacted by him. Mr. said he recognized 
Deputy Wilkinson from prior contacts, but that Deputy Wilkinson never contacted him about 
the theft of his camera. 


Deputy Wilkinson said he specifically recailed conducting the follow-up investigation into 
this incident. He said he contacted vr. Q the station lobby at Compton 
Station. He said Mr. Was not interested in his stolen camera, but only in his 
stolen gun, which had been returned and his Bad been arrested. Deputy Wilkinson 
said from the context of the contact, he took the direct implication that AO 
not interested in anything except the return of his gun. 
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Deputy Wilkinson's information which is specific to this incident can be found beginning on 
page 54 of his transcribed interview. 


001-01129-2812-065 - Exhibit-J 


I.A.B. Note: This case is related fo the prior case (Exhibit-1) in that the same 
victim and suspect are involved. This case is also one of the 74 cases he 
submitted to Sergeant Harris. However, it is not part of the Grand Jury 
indictment. 


In this incident, suspect oa to have stolen a gun from his E ome. 
The First Report does not name as the suspect. However, Deputy Wilkinson 
determined 2s the suspect through investigation. 


The First Report, Deputy Wilkinson's Case Activity Log and his Closure Report are 
collectively contained in this case as Exhibit-J. The investigative report by Sergeant 
Garza, of Internal Criminal Investigations Bureau, is incorporated into the report located in 
Exhibit-I. 


uty Wilkinson’s Case Activity Log and Closure Report reflect that he arrested 
n January 26, 2001, then released him two days later, pursuant to 849 (b)(1) P.C., 
because Victim received his gun back and was no longer desirous of 
prosecution of his 


During his interview with Sergeant Garza, on January 29, 2002, Mr. E: 
subsequentto the arrest that his EEE he never spoke to Detective Wilkinson again and 
never told Detective Wilkinson he was not desirous of prosecution of his MENEE 


During his interview, Deputy Wilkinson went into great detail explaining how he had a 
telephone conversation with Mr. ME erci Mr told him he was not 
desirous of prosecution. Deputy Wilkinson said in response to the phone conversation 
with Mr. [EEE he and Detective EE drove to the ome and 
attempted to convince vr å g follow through with the prosecution. 


Deputy Wilkinson's information which is specific to this incident can be found beginning on 
page 57 of his transcribed interview. 
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401-02252-2812-051 - Exhibit-K 


This incident resulted in the filing of charges 6,7, and 8 in the Grand Jury Indictment, 
Exhibit-B. This incident involves an Assault with a Deadly Weapon (245(a)(2) P.C.) and 
Cruelty to Animals (597 (a) P.C.). The First Report, Deputy Wilkinson's Case Activity Log, 
his Closure Report, and the investigative report prepared by Sergeant Garza, of Internal 
Criminal Investigations Bureau, are collectively contained in this case as Exhibit-K. 


LA.B. Note: Count 6 of the Grand Jury indictment is the count which Deputy 
Wilkinson finally pled nolo-contendre to misdemeanor Filing a False Report. 
The circumstances surrounding this incident do not appear to be and more 
or less substantial than many of the other incidents. According to Sergeant 
Garza, as the plea bargain was negotiated with the District Attorney's Office, 
this incident was randomly chose as the incident for which the nolo-contendre 
plea would apply. No one from the Internal Criminal Investigations Bureau, 
or elsewhere in the Department, was consulted with, or involved in, the plea 
bargain agreement. Conversely, Deputy Wilkinson said he and his attorney 
were allowed to select which charge he would plead to and they choose this 
one. 


The First Report details that on February 9, 2001, two individuals (a man and a woman) 
were outside their house at about 2:30 PM, when two suspects drove past the house and 
fired several gunshots at them. Neither victim was injured, however, in the volley of gun 
fire, their dog was shot and killed. The First Report provides vague suspect descriptions, 
but a relatively specific vehicle description. Six .380 caliber shell casing were recovered 
as evidence. 


The case was assigned to Deputy Wilkinson on February 12, and was submitted as a 
closed case to Sergeant Harris, in January 2002. However, according to Deputy 
Wilkinson's Case Activity Log and Closure Report, he closed the case on March 18, 2001. 


Deputy Wilkinson's Case Activity Log and Closure Report reflect that he contacted the 
victim (non-specific as to which one) on February 13, 2001, (four days after the incident) 
but was not able to obtain any additional information. Further, that Victim Ferguson (the 
man) was uncooperative. He closed the case on March 18, 2001. 


LA.B. Note: Deputy Wilkinson’s Case Activity Log reflects an entry dated 
March 18, 2001, closing the case because of “No further workable 
information.” His Closure Report is also dated March 18, 2001. According 
to Deputy Wilkinson's Payroll Time Records (Exhibit-G) he was not working 
on March 18, 2001. This was a Sunday and was his last of three days off. 
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Deputy Wilkinson's case Activity Log does not reflect that he conducted any additional 
investigation into the recovery of the shell casing or the vehicle description. 


Sergeant Garza, of Internal Criminal Investigations Bureau, contacted both victims in March 
2002. Victim (the woman) said she had never been contacted by anyone from the 
Sheriffs Department about the incident. Victim EEE tne man) also said he had never 
been contacted by anyone from the Sheriffs Department about the incident. However, 
when Sergeant Garza explained to eS a Wilkinson said he had spoken 
to him and he (EE was uncooperative | waffled on his statement and said 
he could not remember if he had spoken to Deputy Wilkinson or not. 


During his interview, Deputy Wilkinson admitted that there were other investigative leads 
which he did not follow-up, but said because of NJ uncooperativeness and the 
general “triage” style of investigations which were done at Compton Station, he did not do 
it. 


He said Deput was with him when he spoke to He said he did not 
speak to 
LA.B. Note: Depu recalled being with Deputy Wilkinson when he 
contacted Refer to Deputy Burson’s transcribed interview. 


Deputy Wilkinson’s information which is specific to this incident can be found beginning on 
page 59 of his transcribed interview. 


401-02509-2830-051 - Exhibit-L 


This incident resulted in the filing of charges 9,10, and 11 in the Grand Jury Indictment, 
Exhibit-B. This incident involves an Assault with a Deadly Weapon (245(a)(2) P.C.). The 
First Report, Deputy Wilkinson’s Case Activity Log, his Closure Report, and the 
investigative report prepared by Sergeant Garza, of Internal Criminal Investigations Bureau, 
are collectively contained in this case as Exhibit-L. 


The case was assigned to Deputy Wilkinson on February 14, and was submitted as a 
closed case to Sergeant Harris, in January 2002. However, according to Deputy 
Wilkinson's Case Activity Log and Closure Report, he closed the case on March 15, 2001. 


The First Report details that on the night February 13, 2001, the victim (a 35 year old black 
man, who was a known gang member) was shot in the leg. The man was uncooperative 
with the patrol deputies who conducted the initial investigation and wrote the First Report. 
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He was unable/unwilling to provide any information about who shot him. However, a 
resident provided a description of what happened and identified the assailant as a resident 
of the neighborhood named [i unknown last name). 


Deputy Wilkinson’s Case Activity Log and Closure Report reflect that he attempted to 
contacted the victim on February 16, 2001, and that the victim did not want to talk to the 
police. (LA.B. Note: Deputy Wilkinson's Log is unclear in that it states “Attempt to contact 
victim. Non desirous of taking to the police.) Deputy Wilkinson also noted that on that same 
day (February 16, 2001) he contacted the witness, but she was uncooperative as well. 
However, the witness provided a possible address of the suspect as 


Deputy Wilkinson noted in his Case Activity Log that he checked the address 
a eres but no lived there. 


Sergeant Garza, of Internal Criminal Investigations Bureau contacted the viet s B 
at the address given by the victim. The said their [did not live with them an 
has not for over 15 years. They said he is homeless. The Log ee no one 
from the Sheriffs Department ever contacted them looking for their regarding him 
being shot. Sergeant Garza also spoke to the witness to this incident. She said she had 
not spoken to anyone from the Sheriff's Department, either in person or on the telephone, 
about the incident. The witness was shown a picture of Deputy Wilkinson. She said she 
did not recognize him. 


During his interview, Deputy Wilkinson said he recalled having a conversation with the 
victim, but could not provide any great detail about the interview. He said he also had a 
phone conversation with the witness. He said this interview was subsequent to his 
discussion with the victim and at a time when he already knew the case “was going 
nowhere.” However, he said the victim was a member of hich were 
of particular interest to him, so he spoke to the witness in an effort to gather intelligence, 
although he said the contact was “quick and insignificant.” 


Deputy Wilkinson's information which is specific to this incident can be found beginning on 
page 63 of his transcribed interview. 


401-05052-2812-032 - Exhibit-M 


This incident resulted in the filing of charges 12,13, anc14 in the Grand Jury Indictment, 
Exhibit-B. This incident involves an Armed Robbery of an auto repair shop (211 P.C.). The 
First Report, Deputy Wilkinson's Case Activity Log, his Closure Report, and the 
investigative report prepared by Sergeant Garza, of Internal Criminal Investigations Bureau, 
are coliectively contained in this case as Exhibit-M. 
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The case was assigned to Deputy Wilkinson on March 29, 2001, and was submitted as a 
closed case to Sergeant Harris, in January 2002. However, according to Deputy 
Wilkinson’s Case Activity Log and Closure Report, he closed the case on June 1, 2001. 


The First Report details that on the night March 27, 2001, two black men robbed an auto 
repair shop at gun point (shotgun). The First Report listed very generic descriptions of the 
two suspects. 


Deputy Wilkinson’s Case Activity Log and Closure Report reflect that he contacted the 
victims on April 3, 2001, but obtained not better suspect description. it also reflects that on 
Aprit 11, 2001, he checked JDIC broadcasts for similar robberies, but found none. His 
Closure Report reflects that on that date he also showed the victims pictures of 


aa members, but they could not identify anyone. His Closure Report 
and Case Activity Log reflect that he closed the case on June 1, 2001. 

Sergeant Garza, of Internal Criminal Investigations Bureau contacted the victims on 
January 30, 2002. One of the victims said he was centacted by a detective after the 
incident, but he did not recall the detective's name. He said he did not recall ever seeing 


any photographs of possible suspects. The other victim said aside from the initial deputies 
who responded to the incident, he has not spoke to anyone from the Sheriff's Department. 


During his interview, Deputy Wilkinson went into great detail about how he investigated this 
incident. He had specific recollection about the photos he showed the individuals relating 
to this case, how he felt this case related to the next incident (Exhibit-N), and to a murder 
which another detective was handling. Refer to page 67 of his transcribed interview. 


Deputy Wilkinson's information which is specific to this incident can be found beginning on 
page 66 of his transcribed interview. 


401-06664-2812-034 - Exhibit-N 


This incident resulted in the filing of charges 15,16, and17 in the Grand Jury Indictment, 
Exhibit-B. This incident involves an Attempted Armed Robbery of a market (664/211 P.C.). 
The First Report, Deputy Wilkinson's Case Activity Log, his Closure Report, and the 
investigative report prepared by Sergeant Garza, of Internal Criminal Investigations Bureau, 
are collectively contained in this case as Exhibit-N. 


The case was assigned to Deputy Wilkinson on April 27, 2001, and was submitted as a 
closed case to Sergeant Harris, in January 2002. However, according to Deputy 
Wilkinson's Case Activity Log and Closure Report, he closed the case on May 25, 2001. 
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The First Report details that on the afternoon of April 25, 2001, a male black, armed with 
a small pistol, attempted to rob a smal! market. The First Report lists a very generic 
descriptions of the suspect. However, the incident was video taped by the stores 
surveillance camera. 


Deputy Wilkinson’s Case Activity Log and Closure Report reflect that he contacted the 
victim on April 30, 2001, and showed them pictures of NN gang 
members, but received no suspect identification. No additional investigation is noted in the 
Case Activity Log. The Case Activity Log and the Closure Report reflect the case was 
closed on May 25, 2001, because there was no further workable information. 


Sergeant Garza, of Internal Criminal Investigations Bureau, contacted the manager of the 
market (Ms. EEE on February 4, 2002. Ms. was not a direct victim of this 
robbery and there is no indication she was present whepitoccurred. Ms. MllMsaid a 
short period of time after the incident, the victim clerk fees quit her job and left 
no forwarding address. Ms. [E s2id to her knowledge, no one from the Sheriff's 
Department had ever called or come to the market to conduct further investigation into the 
incident. 


On February 28, 2002, Sergeant Garza, of Internal Criminal Investigations Bureau, 
contacted Victim [at her home. Ms. told Sergeant Garza that no one from the 
Sheriff's Department ever contacted her about the incident, aside from the initial responding 
deputies. Ms. [said no one from the Sheriff's Department had ever showed her any 
photographs of possible suspects. Sergeant Garza showed Ms. a series of 
photographs of possible suspects which Deputy Wilkinson submitt d with his closed case. 
Ms. iterated that she had not seen the pictures tefore. Ms M=- also shown a 
picture of Deputy Wilkinson. She said he did not look familiar. 


|.A.B. Note: Deputy Wilkinson's Case Activity Log and Closure Report reflect 
that he closed this case on May 25, 2001. It is noteworthy that the pictures 
of possible suspects, which he submitted with his closed case, were 
generated through LACRIS on June 19, 2001 (25 days after his stated 
cosure of the case and 50 days after he reportedly showed them to Ms. 
HB. During his interview, Deputy Wilkinson said the photographs did not 
belong to the case, but were from another case. He said he had no 
knowledge as to how they ended up in the case they were in. 


During his interview, Deputy Wilkinson provided specific information about his follow-up 
contact with the victim. The information can be reviewed beginning on page 71 of his 
transcribed interview. 
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Deputy Wilkinson's information which is specific to this incident can be found beginning on 
page 69 of his transcribed interview. 


401-03604-2832-051 - Exhibit-0 


This incident resulted in the filing of charges 18,19, and 20 in the Grand Jury Indictment, 
Exhibit-B. This incident involves an Assault with a Deadly Weapon (245 (a)(2) P.C.). The 
First Report, Deputy Wilkinson’s Case Activity Log, his Closure Report, and the 
investigative report prepared by Sergeant Garza, of Internal Criminal Investigations Bureau, 
are collectively contained in this case as Exhibit-0. 


The case was assigned to Deputy Wilkinson on March 5, 2001, and was submitted as a 
closed case to Sergeant Harris, in January 2002. However, according to Deputy 
Wilkinson’s Case Activity Log and Closure Report, he closed the case on March 17, 2001. 


The First Report details that on the afternoon of March 2, 2001, a 17 year old Hispanic 
male, who was a self-admitted ex-gang member, was shot with a B.B. gun, as he walked 
along the street. The First Report lists the two suspects only as male Hispanics, age 17- 
19. However, it provides a vehicle description. 


Deputy Wilkinson's Case Activity Log and Closure Report reflect that he confirmed the 
victim was a gang member and was on probation. They reflect that he contacted the 
victim on March 17, 2001, but obtained no information. 


LA.B. Note: Deputy Wilkinson’s Case Activity Log reflects an entry dated 
March 17, 2001, that he contacted the victim, but was provided no additional 
information. His Closure Report is also dated March 1, 2001. According to 
Deputy Wilkinson's Payroll Time Records (Exhibit-G) he was not working on 
March 1, 2001. This was a Saturday and was his second of three days off. 


No additional investigation is noted in the Case Activity Log. The Case Activity Log and the 
Closure Report reflect the case was closed on March 17, 2001, because there was no 
further workable information. 


Sergeant Garza, of Internal Criminal Investigations Bureau, contacted the victim on 
January 31, 2002. The victim said he never spoke to anyone from the Sheriff's Department 
about the incident. He said a detective did go to his house, speak to his mother, and leave 
a business card. However, he said he never called the detective and was never contacted 
again. The victim said the name Wilkinson may have been the name on the business card, 
but he never spoke to anyone. 
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During his interview, Deputy Wilkinson said he did complete a follow-up contact with the 
victim in this case, but he did not provide specific information about the contact. 


Deputy Wilkinson's information which is specific to this incident can be found beginning on 
page 72 of his transcribed interview. 


401-04138-2851-386 - Exhibit-P 


This incident resulted in the filing of charges 21, 22, and 23 in the Grand Jury Indictment, 
Exhibit-B. This incident involves the theft of three bicycles from the rear yard of a house. 
The First Report, Deputy Wilkinson's Case Activity Log, his Closure Report, and the 
investigative report prepared by Sergeant Garza, of Internal Criminal Investigations Bureau, 
are collectively contained in this case as Exhibit-P. 


The case was assigned to Deputy Wilkinson on March 14, 2001, and was submitted as a 
closed case to Sergeant Harris, in January 2002. However, according to Deputy 
Wilkinson’s Case Activity Log and Closure Report, he closed the case on April 1, 2001. 


The First Report details that on the afternoon of March 12, 2001, three Hispanic males 
stole three bicycles from the victim's rear yard. The First Report provides a very generic 
description on the three suspects. However, the narrative of the report reflects that the 
person who reported the crime said the three suspects were local neighborhood gang 
members. 


Deputy Wilkinson's Case Activity Log and Closure Report reflect that he contacted the 
victim and the person who called the police on March 22, 2001, but received no additional 
information. His Case Activity Log also reflects that he showed photos of gang members 
from but no one could be identified as suspects. He closed the case on April 
1, 2001. 


ae Garza, of Internal Criminal = Bureau, contacted the victim (iii 


on March 6, 2002. Ms. said she was never contacted by any 
detective conducting follow-up on her stolen bicycles. She said she was never shown any 
pictures of possible suspects. She was shown a picture of Deputy Wilkinson and said he 
did not look familiar 


|.A.B. Note: There is some confusion as to who the actual victim is in this 
case. The First Report identifies [NNN as the victim. Deputy 
Witkinson’s Case Activity Log identifies someone named eee | 
(FHABJ as a second victim. His Case Activity Log also references 
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= Sergeant Garza’s reports identify someone named mz 
las the victim. 
On February 2, 2004, Sergeant Morris, of Internal Affairs Bureau, telephoned 
M and had a recorded conversation with her. Mrs. 
said is her neighbor. He was a witness to the 
crime and the informant who spoke to the original responding deputies. She 
said she does not know who re She said she has never 
heard of that person. She said she spoke to Sergeant Garza about the 
incident and reiterated that she never spoke to anyone else, nor did she ever 
see pictures on possible suspects. 


Sergeant Garza also spoke to Mr i:i ne never spoke to anyone 
from the Sheriff's Department who was conducting follow-up on the theft. He said he was 
never shown any picture of possible suspects. 


During his interview, Deputy Wilkinson specifically recalled talking to Mr BME-n said 
he spoke to him with the help of another male, about 20 years old, who translated for him. 
As evidence of the contact ern Wilkinson directed attention to the face page of the First 


Report and the name of s Victim #2, written in his handwriting. He said 
the only why he got that name was from either Mr. JE or ~~ 


Deputy Wilkinson’s information which is specific to this incident can be found beginning on 
page 69 of his transcribed interview. 


401-07952-2823-051 - Exhibit-Q 


This incident resulted in the filing of charges 24, 25, and 26 in the Grand Jury Indictment, 
Exhibit-B. This incident involves an Assault with a Deadly Weapon (245 (a)(2) P.C.). The 
First Report, Deputy Wilkinson's Case Activity Log, his Closure Report, and the 
investigative report prepared by Sergeant Garza, of Internal Criminal Investigations Bureau, 
are collectively contained in this case as Exhibit-Q. 


The case was assigned to Deputy Wilkinson on May 22, 2001, and was submitted as a 
closed case to Sergeant Harris, in January 2002. However, according to Deputy 
Wilkinson's Case Activity Log and Closure Report, he closed the case on May 25, 2001. 


The First Report details that on the night of May 17, 2001, a 29 year old black man was 
shot by an Hispanic man. Four male Hispanics stopped their vehicle in front of the victim’s 
house. One of the men exited the car and contacted the victim on the sidewalk. The 


WILKINSON -24- 1V2056234 


COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT 


PERSONNEL INVESTIGATION 
(NARRATIVE) 


suspect asked the victim if he was A QE member. The victim said he was not. 
The suspect removed a small handgun and pointed it at the victim, who grabbed the gun. 
The suspect fired one shot, which struck the victim in the hand. The suspect returned to 
his car and all suspects left the scene. The First Report lists very vague suspect 
descriptions and a relatively vague suspect vehicle description. 


Deputy Wilkinson’s Case Activity Log and Closure Report reflect that he contacted the 
victim on May 25, 2001, and showed the victim a book containing pictures of| 

gang members. The victim could not identify any suspects. There is no 
indication Deputy Wilkinson's documentation that he contacted the 20 year old witness, 
who was the victim's 


LA.B. Note: Deputy Wilkinson's Case Activity Log reflects an entry dated 
May 25, 2001, that he contacted the victim and showed him pictures of 
possible suspects, but was provided no additional information. His Closure 
Reportis also dated May 25, 2001. According to Deputy Wilkinson's Payroll 
Time Records (Exhibit-G) he was not working on May 25. This was the 
Friday of Memorial Day weekend and his first of four days off. 


Sergeant Garza, of Internal Criminal Investigations Bureau, contacted the victim on 
January 29, 2002. The victim said he never spoke to anyone from the Sheriff's Department 
about the incident, except for the initial deputies who responded to the incident and wrote 
the First Report. 


During his interview, Deputy Wilkinson provided specific information on the follow-up he 
conducted into this incident. He said he felt this case was not workable. He said the 
victim's story as to what happened was unbelievable, but he felt he could gather 
information to help him solve other cases. Deputy Wilkinson’s information about this case 
can be found beginning on page 77. 


Deputy Wilkinson's information which is specific to this incident can be found beginning on 
page 76 of his transcribed interview. 


401-08046-2830-051 - Exhibit-R 


This incident resulted in the filing of charges 27, 28, anc 29 in the Grand Jury Indictment, 
Exhibit-B. This incident involves an Assault with a Deadly Weapon (245 (a)(2) P.C.). The 
First Report, Deputy Wilkinson's Case Activity Log, his Closure Report, and the 
investigative report prepared by Sergeant Garza, of Internal Criminal Investigations Bureau, 
are collectively contained in this case as Exhibit-R. 
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The case was assigned to Deputy Wilkinson on May 21, 2001, and was submitted as a 
closed case to Sergeant Harris, in January 2002. However, according to Deputy 
Wilkinson's Case Activity Log and Closure Report, he closed the case on October 30, 2001. 


The First Report details that on the night of May 19, 2001, several adults were in the back 
yard of a house having a party. During the party the arms of two black men were seen 
extend over the fence holding pistols and fired several bullets into the crowd. Two 
individual were shot and property damage occurred. 9mm and 45 caliber shell casings 
were recovered as evidence by the handling patrol deputies. 


Deputy Wilkinson’s Case Activity Log and Closure Report reflect that he attempted to 
contact the victims on May 21, 2001, but was not able to. It does not indicate which of the 
three victims he attempted to contact. 


1.A.B. Note: The First Report lists three victims to this incident. Each of the 
three victims provided different home addresses and phone numbers. One 
of the victims (I was the resident at the home where the incident 
occurred. 


The Case Activity Log reflects that the incident was possibly a retaliatory act because of 
a Search Warrant which was served at the house next door to the location two days earlier. 


Deputy Wilkinson Case Activity Log also reflects that he attempted to contact the victims 
a second time on June 20, 2001, but was not successful. Again, the log does not reflect 
which of the three victims. Deputy Wilkinson noted on June 21, that he learned the victims 
had moved and left no forwarding address. 


Deputy Wilkinson's Case Activity Log reflects that he closed the case on October 31, 2001, 
because there were no further leads, the victim never returned his phone calls, and the 
victim moved. Again, this entry does not reflect which of the three victims is being 
referenced, although in context one would presume he is referencing Victim SE o 
was the resident of the home. 


During his investigation into this incident, Sergeant Garza, of Internal Criminal 
Investigations Bureau, located and interviewed all three victims. Victim [J was 
contacted on February 7, 2002, at his home in this city of JJ 


LA.B. Note: The home where Sergeant Garza contacted victim SE in 
the city of was the same address provided for him in the First 
Report. Victim had not moved. 
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Stone said he never spoke to anyone from the Sheriffs Department who was conducting 
follow-up investigation into the incident and that he had not moved. 


Sergeant Garza contacted Victim on February 22, 2002, on the telephone 
(Sergeant Garza obtained Mr. phone number from Mr. . Victim 
provided Sergeant Garza with his new address in the city of Victim said 


no one from the Sheriff's Department ever contacted him to conduct follow-up investigation 
into the incident. He said he moved to his current residents in August of 2001. 


LA.B. Note: Deputy Wilkinson Case Activity Log reflects that he learned the 
victim moved prior to June 21, 2001. 


On February 5, 2004, Sergeant Morris, of Interna! Affairs Bureau, cali Mr. 

o obtain further clarification about his move to [EEE Mr. 
was not available, but his was interviewed. Mrs. 
HE said she and herl 
She said until that time they live in their house on 
of [EES ased on Mrs. information, she and her 
at their house in B or 2% months beyond the time Deputy Wilkinson 
noted that he learned they had moved. 


Mrs. [EEE 'so said to her knowledge no one from the Sheriff's Department 
made any attempts to contact her were her husband about the incident. She 
said she never received business cards left at her door for messages left on 
their phone. 


On March 5, 2002, Sergeant Garza contacted Victim on the telephone. Victims 

aid he is still living at the same address provided to the initial handling deputies 
and noted on the First Report. Victim [EJ said he was never contacted by anyone 
fromthe Sheriff's Department who was conducting follow-up investigation into the incident. 


During his interview, Deputy Wilkinson provided a great deal of information into his follow- 
up of this case. He related this case to another case and because of the connection, he 
provided specific information. 


Deputy Wilkinson’s information which is specific to this incident can be found beginning on 
page 80 of his transcribed interview. 
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401-11296-2811-032 - Exhibit-S 


This incident resulted in the filing of charges 30, 34, and 32 in the Grand Jury Indictment, 
Exhibit-B. This incident involves an Assault with a Deadly Weapon (245 (a)(2) P.C.) and 
an Attempted Robbery (664/211 P.C.). The First Report, Deputy Wilkinson's Case Activity 
Log, his Closure Report, and the investigative report prepared by Sergeant Garza, of 
Internal Criminal Investigations Bureau, are collectively contained in this case as Exhibit- 
S. 


The case was assigned to Deputy Wilkinson on July 12, 2001, and was submitted as a 
closed case to Sergeant Harris, in January 2002. However, according to Deputy 
Wilkinson's Case Activity Log and Closure Report, he closed the case on August 5, 2001. 


The First Report details that on the afternoon of July12, 2001, two armed male blacks 
entered the One Price Clothing Store and attempted to rob it. However, the manager, who 
was the only person with the combination to the safe, ran out the rear door of the store. 
Apparently because they could not get the money, the suspects left location. The First 
Report listed relatively vague suspect descriptions, but provides a specific, albeit common, 
vehicle description. 


Deputy Wilkinson's Case Activity Log and Closure Report reflect that he contacted one of 
the two victims ‘es on August 4, 2001, and showed her photographs of 
eae game members. However, the victim could not identify any 
suspects, Deputy Wilkinson's documents reflect he conducted no additional investigation 
and closed the case the next day. 


Sergeant Garza, of Internal Criminal Investigations Bureau, contacted the store manager 
fe on January 29, 2002. Ms. said no one from the Sheriffs 
Department ever contacted her in order to conduct follow-up investigation into the incident. 
She said no one ever showed her pictures of potential suspects. She said to her 
knowledge, no one ever contacted the other employee (i either. 


|.A.B. Note: Ms. is listed on the First Report as one of the 
victims to this incident. The narrative of the Report reflects that she told the 
handling patrol deputies she saw the two suspects in the store. There is no 
indication in Deputy Wilkinson documentation that he ever contacted, or 
attempted to contact Victim. 


WILKINSON -28- 1V2056234 


COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT 
PERSONNEL INVESTIGATION 
(NARRATIVE) 


Sergeant Garza also spoke to Victim EEE \'s. sai no one from the 
Sheriff's department ever contacted her to conduct follow-up investigation into the incident. 
She said she was never shown pictures of potential suspects. Victim Bas £no: a 
picture of Deputy Wilkinson. She said he did not look familiar to her. we 


During his interview, Deputy Wilkinson said he did not recall much about this particular 
case. He conceded that he may have put inaccurate information in his report and log, but 
said if he did it was not done with ill intent, but simply a mistake based on the high volume 
of work. Refer to page 84 of his transcribed interview. 


Deputy Wilkinson’s information which is specific to this incident can be found beginning on 
page 84 of his transcribed interview. 


401-08514-2825-034 - Exhibit-T 


This incident did not result in any criminal charges being filed against Deputy Wilkinson. 
However, it was investigated by Sergeant Garza as part of his criminal investigation. This 
incident involves the arrest of a 41 year old known gang member for the armed robbery 
(211 P.C.) of a convenience store. The First Report, Deputy Wilkinson’s Case Activity Log, 
his Closure Report, and the investigative report prepared by Sergeant Garza, of Internal 
Criminal Investigations Bureau, are collectively contained in this case as Exhibit-T. 


The case was assigned to Deputy Wilkinson on May 27, 2001, and was submitted as a 
closed case to Sergeant Harris, in January 2002. However, according to Deputy 
Wilkinsor's Case Activity Log and Closure Report, he closed the case on June 1, 2001. 


The First Report details that on the evening of May 27, 2001, Compton Station patrol 
deputies arrested an individual or armed robbery of a small convenience store. The report 
details that the suspect secreted a few small items under his clothing and attempted to exit 
the store, during which time he was confronted by one of the owners. The suspect 
reportedly withdrew a knife and threatened the victim, who backed away from the 
confrontation and allowed the suspect to leave the store with the merchandise. 


The First Report provides information from a witness, who was a friend of the suspects, 
who characterized the incident as an attempted petty theft only. 


The case was assigned to Deputy Wilkinson on May 27, 2001, as an “in-custody” case. 
Deputy Wilkinson's Case Activity Log and his Closure Report reflect that he conducted 
follow-up investigation into this case and subsequently released the suspect from custody 
pursuant to 849 (b)(1) P.C. According to Deputy Wilkinson's documentation, he contacted 
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the two owners of the convenience store (who are] and learned from them that 
they were uncertain if the suspect actually stole any merchandise. LA.B. Note: This 
information is indirect conflict to what is detailed in the First Report. Deputy Wilkinson also 
reported that he interviewed the suspect at Century Regional Detention Facility, who denied 
stealing any merchandise. Deputy Wilkinson's documentation does not reflect that he 
conducted any additional investigation. Based on this information he released the suspect 
from custody. 


1.A.B. Note: According to Deputy Wilkinson’s documentation, the suspect 
was a known gang member, who had recently been released from prison, 
and was on active parole. Deputy Wilkinson noted in his Case Activity Log 
that he notified State Parole. 


On January 30, 2002, Sergeant Garza, of Internal Criminal Investigations Bureau, 
contacted the two victim owners of the convenience store. Both Se 
HE sid no one from the Sheriff's Department ever contacted him in order to conduc! 


follow-up investigation into the incident. El :: shown a photograph of Deputy 
Wilkinson and said he (Wilkinson) may have been the man who came to their store and 
introduced himself as the handling detective, but reiterated that the detective never 
questioned him about the incident. 


Deputy Wilkinson's information about his follow-up into this case can be found beginning 
on page 86 of his transcribed interview. 


401-02730-281 1-037 - Exhibit-U 


This incident did not result in any criminal charges being filed against Deputy Wilkinson. 
However, it was investigated by Sergeant Garza as part of his criminal investigation. This 
incident involves the armed street robbery (211 P.C.)of a37 year old female security guard 
at 3:30 in the morning for $10.00. 


The First Report, Deputy Wilkinson's Case Activity Log, his Closure Report, and the 
investigative report prepared by Sergeant Garza, of Internal Criminal Investigations Bureau, 
are collectively contained in this case as Exhibit-U. 


The case was assigned to Deputy Wilkinson on February 19, 2001, and was submitted as 
a closed case to his Supervisor, Sergeant Harris, in January 2002. However, according 
to Deputy Wilkinson’s Case Activity Log and Closure Report, he closed the case on April 
17, 2001. 
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The First Report details that in the early morning hours of February 17, 2001, a female 
security guard was robbed of $10.00. The First Report provides a very generic suspect 
description. However, the victim told the handling patro! deputies that she would be able 
to identify the suspect if she saw him again. 


According to Deputy Wilkinson's documentation, he contacted the victim on April 17, 2001, 
after three previous failed attempts. Deputy Wilkinson reported that on that day he showed 
the victim photographs offi ang members, but the victim could not identify 
any suspect. Based on this lack of identification, Deputy Wilkinson closed the case. 


Based on his documentation Deputy Wilkinson closed the case on April 17, 2001. 


On February 20, 2002, Sergeant Garza, of Internal Criminal Investigations Bureau, 
contacted the victim at her home. The victim said no one from the Sheriffs Department 
has ever contacted her to conduct follow-up investigation about the incident. She said no 
one ever showed her photographs of potential suspects. The victim was shown a 
photograph of Deputy Wilkinson. She said he did not Icok familiar to her. 


During his interview, Deputy Wilkinson specifically recalled contacting the victim at her 
place of employment and provided detail about the contact. Refer to page 88 of his 
transcribed interview. 


401-03601-2811-031 - Exhibit-V 


This incident did not result in any criminal charges being filed against Deputy Wilkinson. 
However, it was investigated by Sergeant Garza as part of his criminal investigation. This 
incident involves the armed street robbery (211 P.C.) of a 23-year-old black man, at 6 
o'clock in the evening for his wallet. 


The First Report, Deputy Wilkinson's Case Activity Log, his Closure Report, and the 
investigative report prepared by Sergeant Garza, of Interral Criminal investigations Bureau, 
are collectively contained in this case as Exhibit-V. 


The case was assigned to Deputy Wilkinson on March 5, 2001, and was submitted as a 
closed case to Sergeant Harris, in January 2002. However, according to Deputy 
Wilkinson's Case Activity Log and Closure Report, he did not conduct any further 
investigation after June 26, 2001, and closed the case on October 30, 2001. 


The First Report details that at about 6 o'clock in the evening on March 2, 2001, the victim 
was approached by two male blacks, armed with handguns, who robbed him of his wallet. 
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The first Report provides an extremely generic suspect description. 


According to Deputy Wilkinson’s documentation, he contacted the victim on March 20, 

2001, but was not given any additional information by the victim. Deputy Wilkinson noted 

in his Case Activity Log on June 20, 2001, that the investigation was continuing due to 

several similar armed robberies in the area and the possibility that the suspects were 
ang members. 


Deputy Wilkinson noted in his Case Activity Log, that on June 26, 2001, he contacted the 
victim and showed him pictures of EE ang members, but the victim was 
unable to identify any suspects. Deputy Wilkinson closed the case on October 30, 2001. 


On January 29, 2002, Sergeant Garza, of Internal Criminal Investigations Bureau, 
contacted the victin. The victim said no one from the Sheriffs Department has ever 
contacted him conducting follow-up investigation regarding the incident. 


During his interview, Deputy Wilkinson was not able to provide specific information about 
his follow-up into this case, but generally provided information and said he did contact the 
victim. Refer to page 89 of Deputy Wilkinson’s transcribed interview for the information he 
provided about this incident. 


401-05949-2830-053 - Exhibit-W 


This incident did not result in any criminal charges being filed against Deputy Wilkinson. 
However, it was investigated by Sergeant Garza as part of his criminal investigation. This 
incident involves the assault of a woman by another woman (245 (a)(1) P.C.). There is 
indication in the First Report the assault may have been related to a narcotic debt. 


The case was assigned to Deputy Wilkinson on April 15, 2001, and was submitted as a 
closed case to Sergeant Harris, in January 2002. However, according to Deputy 
Wilkinson's Case Activity Log and Closure Report, he closed the case on June 1, 2001. 


The First Report, Deputy Wilkinson's Case Activity Log, his Closure Report, and the 
investigative report prepared by Sergeant Garza, of Internal Criminal Investigations Bureau, 
are collectively contained in this case as Exhibit-W. 


The First Report details that at about 10:30 AM, on the morning of April 13, 2001, a black 
woman approached the victim near her home and began striking her multiple times with an 
unknown object. An 83 year old male neighbor witnessed the attack. The victim provided 
patrol deputies with the first name of the suspect, vehicles which the suspect drove, 
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including the one which was driven at the time of the incident, and the suspects likely 
address. 


According to Deputy Wilkinson’s documentation, he contacted the victim on April 28, 2001, 
and learned she was not desirous of prosecution and no tonger wanted the case pursuit. 


LA.B. Note: According to Deputy Wilkinson's Payroll Time Records (Exhibit- 
G) he was not working on April 28, 2001. This was a Saturday and his 
second of two days off. 


Deputy Wilkinson's documentation also reflects that through June 1, 2001 he made several 
additional unsuccessful attempts to contact the victim in order to ascertain if she had 
reconsidered following through on prosecution. The closed the case on June t, 2001. 


On February 4, 2002, Sergeant Garza, of Internal Criminal Investigations Bureau, 
contacted the victim. The victim said no one from the Sheriff's Department has ever 
contacted her conducting follow-up investigation regarding the incident. She added that 
subsequent to the incident she repeatedly called the Sheriff's station to check on the status 
of the case, but no one ever returned her calls. The victim said the name of Detective 
Wilkinson did not sound familiar to her. The victim was shown a photograph of Deputy 
Wilkinson. She said he did not look familiar to her. 


During his interview, Deputy Wilkinson provided specific information about his attempts to 
contact the victim in this case. Refer to page 90 of his transcribed interview. 


Exhibit-X (Five related reports) 


The following five cases appear to be related and were investigated by Deputy Wilkinson 
as related cases. Four of the cases involve an Assault with a Deadly Weapon- Firearm 
(245 (a)(2) P.C.) and one of them involves a Shooting at an Inhabited Dwelling (246 P.C.) 
The incidents occurred on the following dates: One on December, 27, 2000, two, six days 
later on January 2, 2001, one the following day on January 3, 2001, and the final one three 
months later on April 5, 2001. 


According to Deputy Wilkinson documentation he was contacted by someone from the 
Firearms Section of the Sheriffs Crime Lab on March 23, 2001, and was informed that the 
shell casings from the first four incidents match one another, as coming from the same gun. 


Subsequent to the fifth incident, a Search Warrant was served on the home of one of the 
possible suspects and an SKS Assault Rifle (7.62 X 39) was recovered, as well as several 
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other guns. The SKS rifle was determined to be the gun used in all five incidents. Once 
the gun was recovered, Deputy Wilkinson closed the four prior cases allegedly without 
conducting any additional investigation. 


According to his documentation, the individual who was arrested for possessing the gun, 
was charged with a weapons violation. 


1.A.B. Note: Sergeant Garza, of Internal Criminal Investigations Bureau. 
wrote a single investigative report covering his investigation into these five 
cases. That report is incorporated within Exhibit X-1. 


Beginning on page 92 of his transcribed interview, Deputy Wilkinson provided specific and 
in depth information into his follow-up investigation of these cases and how they all related 
to one another. He gave no explanation as to why none of his investigation was ever 
documented. 


This incident is chronologically the first in the series of five. The First Report details that 
on the evening of December 27, 2000, the victim started an argument with several other 
male blacks in a liquor store. The argument evolved into a fight, which migrated to the 
parking, lot where the victim was shot. The First Report does not list how many times the 
victims was shot. It only lists it as “several.” Eleven AK-47 (7.62 X 39) shell casings were 
recovered from the location. Additionally a video tape of the events inside the store was 
taken as evidence by the handling patrol deputies. 


There is no Case Activity Log or Closure Report attached with this First Report. Specifically 
when it was assigned to Deputy Wilkinson is unclear, but the case is referenced in the 
Case Activity Logs relating the other incidents. No apparent follow up was conducted. The 
two store clerks were identified as witnesses, although they didn’t witness the actual 
shooting, they did witness the argument and subsequent fight prior to the shooting. There 
is no indication Deputy Wilkinson interviewed these individuals in an effort to identify the 
participants on the incident in general. The handling patrol deputies obtained a video tape 
from the store’s video camera. Although the tape does not capture the shooting, it does 
capture the argument and fight. Beginning on page 92 of his interview transcription, Deputy 
Wilkinson acknowledged a vague memory of a video tape because he was able to identify 
the participants of the fight, but there is no indication Deputy Wilkinson used that 
identification to assist in building a case against any suspects. 
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401-00120-2872-051 - Exhibit-x2 


This incident is chronologically the second in the series of five. The First Report details that 
on the evening of January 2, 2001, three black males were shot near 149" Street and 
Stanford Avenue. One of the victims was found at that location and the other two were 
located near the intersection of Central Avenue and Rosecrans Avenue. All three victims 
were uncooperative with the handling patrol deputies. The handling patrol deputies 
recovered eleven 7.62 X 39 shell casing. 


The case was assigned to Deputy Wilkinson on January 3, 2001, and was submitted as a 
closed case to Sergeant Harris, in January 2002. However, according to Deputy 
Wilkinson's Case Activity Log and Closure Report, he closed the case on May 17, 2001. 
There is no Closure report associated with this case. 


According to Deputy Wilkinson's Case Activity Log, he immediately associated the this case 
with the prior one. Based on his Case Activity Log, he contacted one of the three victims 
on January 9, 2001, but never contacted the others. No other investigation is referenced 
in his Case Activity Log. 


401-00125-2873-051 - Exhibit-X3 

This incident is chronologically the third in the series of five. The First Report details that 
on the evening of January 2, 2001, (two hours after the previous incident). In this incident 
multiple bullets were fired at the victims house. The handling patrol deputies recovered 
sixteen 7.62 X 39 shell casings. The First Report reflects no suspect description. 

The case was assigned to Deputy Wilkinson on January 3, 2001, and was submitted as a 
closed case to Sergeant Harris, in January 2002. However, according to Deputy 
Wilkinson's Case Activity Log and Closure Report, he closed the case on May 18, 2001. 


According to Deputy Wilkinson's Case Activity Log he immediately associated the this case 
with the prior ones. Based on his Case Activity Log he contacted no investigation into this 
incident. 


He closed the case on May 18, 2001, subsequent to the recovery of the involved weapon. 
401-00146-2873-051 - Exhibit-X4 


This incident is chronologically the forth in the series of five. The First Report details that 
during the early morning hours of January 3, 2001, (six hours after the previous incident) 
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patrol deputies responded and found an abandoned vehicle parked on the street. The 
vehicle had bullet holes in it and several expended shell casing were recovered from the 
vehicles interior, including 7.63 X 39 casings. No suspects or victims were located and the 
incident was documented as a “Suspicious Circumstance.” 


The handling patrol deputies had the vehicle towed and stored, and they also requested 
the vehicle be fingerprinted. In the First Report, the handling deputy (Deputy E. Aguirre 

hypothesized that the occupants were likely shooting at someone and were shot 
at. 


The case was assigned to Deputy Wilkinson on January 4, 2001, and was submitted as a 
closed case to Sergeant Harris, in January 2002. However, according to Deputy 
Wilkinsor’s Case Activity Log and Closure Report, he closed the case on May 18, 2001. 


According to Deputy Wilkinson's Case Activity Log he immediately associated the this case 
with the prior ones and also identified the car as associated with the “I gang. His 
Case Activity Log reflects the vehicle was released prior to being finger printed. 


Deputy Wilkinson's Case Activity Log does not reflect that he conducted any investigation 
into this incident. 


He closed the case on May 18, 2001, subsequent to the recovery of the involved weapon. 
Exhibit-X5 401-05474-2873-051 


This incident is chronologically the fifth and final in the series of five. The first four 
incidents occurred within a six day period and three of the four were within a few hours of 
one another. This incident occurred three months later. The First Report details that on 
the evening of April 5, 2001, two vehicles, each occupied with gang members (seven total), 
engaged ina shoot out. Two individuals were shot during the incident. Four of the involved 
persons were identified by name and this incident led to a Search Warrant being served 
on one of their houses. It was during the service of the Search Warrant, that the SKS 
Assault rifle was recovered. 


There is no Case Activity Log or Closure Report associated with this incident. However, 
Deputy Witkinson did submit a Supplementary report detailing his recovery of the weapon. 


Subsequent examination of the rifle confirmed it was the weapon used in all five incidents. 
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There is no documentation which reflects any follow-up investigation was conducted into 
this shooting. Additionally, there is no documentation that the identification of this weapon 
as being the weapon used in the other incidents was followed up. The documentation in 
all five cases reflects that the recovery and identification of the weapon prompted the 
closure of the cases. 


During his interview Deputy Wilkinson described a great deal of follow-up which he 
conducted and said he, in fact, felt he had solved the crimes, in that he knew who 
committed them, but he did not have the evidence fo prove his belief. There is no 
documentation of the investigation Deputy Wilkinson reported he conducted. Deputy 
Wilkinson's information regarding his investigation into this series of incident can be found 
beginning on page92 of his transcribed interview. 


Exhibit-Y (Seven cases) 


The following seven cases were investigated as part of the overall Internal Criminal 
Investigations Bureau case. They were also part of the 74 cases submitted by Deputy 
Wilkinson in January 2002. Deputy Wilkinson's handling and closure of these cases follows 
the same pattern as the previous cases. Deputy Wilkinson’s documentation reflects that 
the cases were closed either because the victims/witnesses were unable to identify 
suspects from photographs, or because the victims were no longer desirous of prosecution 
regarding the incident. 


The victims and/or witnesses to these incident were not able to be located in order to 
support or refute the information which Deputy Wilkinson documented. 


All seven of these cases were closed between May 25, 2001, and July 30, 2001, but were 
not submitted for approval until January 2002. 


In some of these incident there is a conflict between the information which Deputy 
Wilkinson documented in his Case Activity in Log and his Payroll Time Records. 


For each incident, the First Report, Deputy Wilkinson's Case Activity Log, his Closure 
Report, and the investigative report prepared by Sergeant Garza, of Internal Criminal 
Investigations Bureau, are collectively contained in this case as Exhibit Y-1 thru Exhibit 
Y-7. 


Each of Sergeant Garza’s investigative reports will explain the investigative dead end 
reached in each incident. 


WILKINSON -37- 1V2056234 


COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES SHERIFF'S DEPARTMENT 


PERSONNEL INVESTIGATION 
(NARRATIVE) 


Notwithstanding the conflict in Deputy Wilkinson's Time Records, the victim told Sergeant 
Garza, of Internal Criminal Investigations Bureau, he was contacted by a detective and 
shown a series of photographs of possible suspect. The victim was shown a picture of 
Deputy Wilkinson and said he was a detective who showed him photographs. 


401 -00185-2873-041 - Exhibit-Z2 


This incident involves the strong arm robbery and 18 year old male who is delivering a 
pizza or $18 cash and a pizza. 


The case was assigned to Deputy Wilkinson on January 4, 2001, and was submitted as a 
closed case to his Supervisor, Sergeant Harris, in January 2002. However, according to 
Deputy Wilkinson's Case Activity Log, he closed the case on February 13, 2001. 


Deputy Wilkinson's Case Activity Log and Closure Report reflect that on January 29, 2001, 
he contacted the victim and drove the victim to the area of the robbery in an effort to 
conduct follow-up investigation. He also show the victim photographs of ‘I gang 
members, by the victim was not able to identify any suspects. 


The victim was interviewed by Sergeant Garza, of Internal Criminal Investigations Bureau, 
on February 18, 2003. The victim concurred with the information provided in Deputy 
Wilkinson's Case Activity Log and Closure Report. 


There is one conflict between the victim's information and information provided by Deputy 
Wilkinson. Deputy Wilkinson's documentation reflects that he contacted the victim on 
January 29, 2001 (26 days after the incident). The victim told Sergeant Garza Deputy 
Wilkinson contacted him and conducted the follow-up investigation the day after the 
incident (January 4, 2001). 


401-17640-2852-290 - Exhibit-23 


This incicent involves the arrest the 31-year-old Hispanic man for Receiving Known Stolen 
Property (496 P.C.) on October 30, 2001. 


Case Activity Log or Closure Report by Deputy Wilkinson is available. Deputy Wilkinson 
filed this case with the District Attorney's Office on November 1, 2001. The case was filed 
based solely on the information contained in the First Report and it appears no-fault 
investigation was needed or conducted. This would explain the absence of a Case Activity 
Log. 


WILKINSON ~42- 1V2056234 


County of Los Angeles 
Sheriff's Bepartment Headquarters 
4700 Ramona Boulevard 
Monterey Park, California 91754 - 2169 


LEROY D. BACA, SHERIFF 


September 7, 2004 


= Darrin Wilkinson, {i 


Deputy Wilkinson: 


You are hereby notified that it is the intention of the Sheriff's Department to discharge you from 
your position of Deputy Sheriff, Item No. 2708A, with this Department, effective at the close 
of business on September 28, 2004. 


An investigation under File Number IAB 2056234, conducted by Internal Affairs Bureau, 
coupled with your own statements, has established the following: 


È That in violation of Manual of Policy and Procedures Sections 3- 
01/030.05, General Behavior; and/or 3-01/100.35, False Information 
in Records; and/or 3-01/050.10, Performance to Standards, on or 
about January 2002, you provided false information in official reports 
involving one criminal case in which you were convicted of a 
misdemeanor as part of a plea negotiation. Additionally, there were 
several other cases wherein your work product failed to maintain the 
standards established by the Sheriffs Department for criminal 
investigations, in that what you stated in your case log was contradicted 
by the statements of victims and/or witnesses, and/or you failed to 
properly investigate your cases by failing to interview victims and/or 
witnesses, and/or pursue workable leads. This is evidenced by, but 
not limited to: 


a) Case #4-01-02252 
You stated in your case activity log that you contacted the 
victim who was “uncooperative,” even though at least one of 
the victims said he was never contacted by you. You later 


A Tradition of Service 
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admitted there were some leads that were not pursued. 


b) Case #7-01-06664 


In your case activity log, you stated you contacted the victim 
and showed her pictures of _ but 
received no suspect identification from her. During the course 
of this investigation, the victim was contacted. She indicated 
she was never contacted by an investigating deputy and never 
shown the pictures in question. The photos that were in the 
case file and were allegedly shown to the victim on April 30, 
2001, were actually taken from LACRIS on June 25, 2001, 
some 25 days after the case was closed and 50 days after they 
were allegedly shown to the victim. 


c) Case #11-01-08046 
Your case activity log indicates you tried to contact the victims 


on June 21, 2001, “but found they had moved.” During the 
course of this investigation, the three victims were contacted 
and one stated he had not moved, another said he had moved 
in August 2001, and the third said he was never contacted and 
had never moved. 


d) Case #12-01-11296 

Your case activity log details you contacting a victim and 
showing photos from the gang, EEE 
During the course of this investigation, both victims were 
contacted and neither said they were contacted by an 
investigator, nor shown photos of possible suspects. You 
admitted in your interview that you may have put inaccurate 
information into your report and log. 


By your actions, you have brought discredit upon yourself and 
the Los Angeles County Sheriffs Department. 


You may respond to the intended action orally or in writing. In the event that you choose to 
respond orally to these charges, you have already been scheduled to meet with Chief Sandra 
Hutchens on September 23, 2004, at 1400 hours, in her office, which is located at Sheriff's 
Headquarters Building, 4700 Ramona Boulevard, Monterey Park, on the 4" Floor. If you are 
unable to appear at the scheduled time and wish to schedule some other time prior to 
September 23, 2004, for your oral response, please call Chief Hutchens’ secretary — 
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Bo an appointment. 


If you choose to respond in writing, please call Chief Hutchens’ secretary to cancel your 
scheduled appointment, and send your response to the facts contained in this letter to Chief 
Hutchens’ office by no later than September 23, 2004. 


Unless you are Currently on some other type of authorized leave, pursuant to Rule 16.01 of the 
Los Angeles County Civil Service Commission Rules, effective immediately, you are on paid 
administrative leave which will continue during the fifteen (15) business days you have to 
respond to the intended discharge or until the conclusion of your pre-disciplinary hearing. if 
you are presently on an authorized leave, that leave will continue during the fifteen (15) 
business days you have to respond to the intended discharge, or until the conclusion of your 
pre-disciplinary hearing. 


Failure to respond to this Letter of Intent within fifteen (15) business days will be considered a 
waiver of your right to respond and will result in the imposition of the discipline indicated 
herein. 


if you did not receive the investigative material on which your discipline is based at the time 
you were served with this correspondence, you may contact the Internal Affairs Bureau at (323) 
890-5300, to obtain a copy of the case file. 


The Sheriff’s Department reserves the right to amend and/or add to this letter. 


Sincerely, 


LEROY D. BACA, SHERIFF 


ee a eaae 
Grégory H. Johnson, A/Captain 
Commander, Internal Affairs Bureau 


Note: Attached for your convenience are excerpts of the applicable areas of the Manual of 
Policy and Procedures. 
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January 17, 2007 


FINAL COMMISSION ACTION 


Subject of Hearing: In the matter of the suspension not to exceed thirty (30) days 
following judgment of a criminal matter, effective July 27, 2002, suspension not to 
exceed thirty (30) days following judgment of a criminal matter, effective July 10, 2003, 
and discharge, effective September 28, 2004, of DARRIN WILKINSON 
(Case No. 02-267), from the position of Deputy Sheriff, Sheriffs Department. 


The Civil Service Commission, at its meeting held on January 10, 2007, approved the 
Hearing Officer's report in the above-entitied case. The objections submitted were 
overruled. 


Since a copy of this report has already been provided to all the parties, we have 
enclosed a copy of the signed formal order of the Commission for your records. 


Anyone desiring to seek review of this decision by the Superior Court may do so under 
Section 1085 or 1094.6 of the Code of Civil Procedure, as appropriate. An action under 
Section 1094.6 can only be commenced within 90 days of the decision. 


M~ P- Mes 


Nancy Beezy Micon 
Executive Officer 


c Darrin Wilkinson 
Elizabeth J. Gibbons 
Jeffrey M. Hausman 
Richard C. Wulliger 


LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 + TELEPHONE (213) 974-2411 © FAX (213) 974-2534 


' BEFORE THE CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION OF THE 


2 COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 
In the matter of the suspension not to 
exceed thirty (30) days following judgment of 
a criminal matter, effective July 27, 2002, 
suspension not to exceed thirty (30) days 
following judgment of a criminal matter, 
effective July 10, 2003, and discharge, 
effective September 28, 2004, from the 
position of Deputy Sheriff, Sheriff's 
Department, of: 


ORDER OF THE CIVIL 
SERVICE COMMISSION 


DARRIN WILKINSON 
{Case No. 02-267) 


On January 10, 2007, the Civil Service Commission of the County of Los Angeles, having read the 
foregoing report and conclusions of law, and good cause appearing therefor, overruled the objections and 
adopted, as constituting its final decision, the report and recommendation of its duly appointed Hearing 
Officer, Richard C. Wulliger, to deny the appellant's motions, to deny any request to proceed, and to 
terminate the Commisston’s involvement in this case. Commissioner Binch dissented, noting that issues that 
were reported by the Hearing Officer were never certified by the Commission, his concerns about 
Conclusion of Law #2, that the Commission lacks jurisdiction in this matter, and that the Hearing Officer’s 
report needs findings of fact. (Commissioner Martinez was excused and did not participate in the decision 
in this matter.) 

Dated this 17th day of January 2007. N 


ra 
Z Chee Sry NAIAN, President 


Faank Beach ae 


(dissented) FRANK BINCH, Member 


Vig Filter 


VANGE BELTON, Member 


Wel OL 


“CAROL FOX, Member 


(excused — did not participate) EVELYN MARTINEZ, Member 


LOS ANGELES COUNTY 
CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 
DARRIN WILKINSON 


Appellant pene 
Case Numbers =i 


02-267, 03-290, 04-333 


RECOMMENDED DECISION 
LOS ANGELES COUNTY SHERIFF'S 
DEPARTMENT 


) 

) 

} 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

v ) 
) 

} 

) 

Respondent } 
} 

) 


APPEARANCES 
For Appellant Elizabeth J Gibbons 
For Respondent: Jeffrey M Hausman 

CHRONOLOGY 

On June 27, 2002, Appellant Darrin Wilkinson was suspended for 30 days 
On July 10, 2003, Appellant was suspended for 30 days 
On September 28, 2004, Appellant was discharged 
Appellant appealed all of these, hearings were granted and the cases consolidated 
On August 8, 2005, there was a brief hearing before the Civil Service Commission 


Hearing Officer 

On August 16, 2005, Appellant's disability retirement was granted, effective September 
29, 2004 

On October 7, 2005, there was the next hearing before the Hearing Officer and the parties 


announced that they had settled the second suspension and discharge: 
1 


The Department withdrew that suspension and discharge, Appellant waived ail 
claims, his personne! records would reflect settlement, Appellant withdrew his 
appeais and the settlement was based on his disability retirement effective 
September 29, 2004 

The heating as to the 2d suspension was continued until after a decision would be 
tendered in the ë 2 interpreting Civil Service Commission ruie 18.01 A 
under which Appellant had been suspended 

On October 27, 2005, the Commission approved the withdrawal of the appeals 


On April 2, 2008, thef¢ecision was rendered by the District Court of 
Appeals 


On July 18, 2008, the Civil Service Commission hearing was resumed before the 


Hearing Officer and Appellant made two motions: 

To proceed with the hearing on the merits respecting the ist suspension and to 
rescind the settlement respecting the 2d suspension and discharge because of 
failure of consideration, misrepresentation, mistake and other grounds; the 
Department opposed both motions, citing among other reasons, lack of jurisdiction 


by the Commission. The matters were submitted to the Hearing Officer for decision 


ISSUES 


1. Should the Civil Service Commission proceed to hearing on the merits of the 1st 


suspension or not ? 


2. Should the Civil Service Commission rescind the settlement of the 2d suspension and 


discharge and its approval of Appellant's withdrawal of his appeals or not? 


2 


DISCUSSION 


1. The parties and the Hearing Officer had continued the heering from August 8, 2005, unti! 
the District Court of Appeals rendered its decision D Daa interpreting section 
18.01A. The Court in a. Los Angeles County Civil Service Commission, 137 CA 
4th 1255, 2008, made its decision and the Civil Service Commission hearing resumed on 
July 18, 2006. The Court declined to interpret 18.01A (because of the following ruling) and 
limited its decision determining the jurisdiction of the Los Angeles County Civil Service 
Commission. D g deputy sheriff was suspended pursuant to that section and in 
April 2001 he requested a Civil Service hearing; it was granted. He retired in February 
2002. The nearing was held in July 2002 and the hearing officer ruled in his favor but the 
Commission sustained the suspension on the merits in favor of the Departmen: M 
appealed to the Los Angeles Superior Court which upheld the Commission decision to 
suspend and he appealed to the District Court of Appeals. That Coun held that once 

E -- retired or resigned in February 2002, the Commission had no jurisdiction to hear 
his appeal of his suspension. (The Court mentioned certain exceptions not applicable to 
eitner the instant case). The Court decided that the Commission has only the 
jurisdiction granted by the County Charter and the Charter cid not aive it jurisdiction to hear 
appeals after resignation or retirement and in fact denied that power. The Court said that this 
is true even where the Department had not raised the jurisdiction issue in the trial court. 
Once ar employee resigns or retires, the Commission has no jurisdiction to proceed 
respecting his suspension. 

In the instant case, Appellant retired effective September 29, 2004, at which point 
the Commission iost jurisdiction over his appeal of his 1st suspension in 2002. Even it the 
Commission had proceed to a full hearing and decision on the appeal (as itdid in. 
the Commission would have no jurisdiction; here the hearing had barely commenced in 
August of 2005. Should Appellant argue that the retirement took place on August 16, 
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2005, when the County announced his retirement (effective September 29, 2964). the 
Commission's jurisdiction would have ended then. 

Jurisdiction cannot be conferred by waiver, agreement, mistake, misrepresentation 
or any other means. 

Because of the S we are preciuded trom hearing the meriis of 16.014 


The conciusion must be that the Los Angeies County Civil Service Commission has 


no jurisdiction and cannot proceed with the appeal of the 1st suspension and so Appellant's 
motion is denied. 

2.0n October 7, 2005, the parties stipulated to a settlement of the 2¢ suspension 
and the discharge on terms as set forth above and on October 27, 2005. the Commission 
accepted Appellant's withdrawal of his appeals. At the next hearing on July 13, 2006, 
Appeliant moved to rescind the settlement and to proceed to hearing on the merits; the 
Department opposed the motion. Appellant alleged that the Department failsd to snow in 
its records that Appellant had retired and instead carried him as discharged and as a result. 
his new employer (a private company) terminated him. Appeliant aiso alleged 
misrepresentation by the Department, mistake and failure of consideration as grounds for 
rescinding the setiiement. The Department denied that there were grounds for rescission 
and in eny event asserted that the Commission had no jurisdiction to set aside he 
settiement or its approval of Appellant's withdrawal of his appeais. 

We need not and in fact must not determine whether there are grounds for rescission 
and thus whether there should be-rescission simply because the Commission has no 
jurisdiction to sa determine. The Civil Service Commission only has such authority granted 
by the County Charter and nothing in that allows the Commission to rescind the settlement 
or set aside its approval of the withdrawal of appeal. Jurisdiction cannot be conferred by 
waiver, agreement ao any other grounds including those alleged by Appeliant. Civii 
Service rule 4.13 cited by Appellant is concerned only with procedure for hearings and has 
nothing to do with jurisdiction and does not preclude other actions of the Commission. Even 
if Appellant. could prevail in a civil action to rescind the settlement on any or ail of the 
grounds alleged, nevertheless this does not confer jurisdiction on the Commission. Relief in 
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another forum might be available to Appellant. 


Thus we conclude that the Los Angeles County Civil Service Commission has no 
jurisdiction to rescind the setilement and the acceptance by the Commission of Appeliant’s 
withdrawal of his appeal regarding the 2d suspension and discharge and so his motion is 
denied 

(Appellant asked that judicial notice be taken of certain documents. Apart from 
whether that is appropriate or timely, the documents are irrelevant: an unfair ernpioyee 
practice charge. a Civil Service Commission hearing Officer's decision in another case 
several years aga and hearing notices in other cases; additionally, exhibit D was not 
attached to the request. The request is denied). 

FINDINGS OF FACT 
There were ro factual issues to be resolved 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
+. The Los Angeles County Civil Service Commission has no jurisdiction to proceed with 
the appeal of the 1st suspension and so the motion is denied 
2. The Los Angeles County Civil Service Commission has no jurisdiction to rescind the 
settlement and its approval of the withdrawal of Appllelant's appeal respecting the 2d 
suspension and discharge or to proceed and so the motion is denied 
3. The request to take judicial notice is denied 
RECOMMENDATION 

The Civil Service Commission should deny Appellant's motions, deny any request to 
proceed and terminate the Commission's involvement in this case 


August 10, 2006 


County of Lox Angeles 
Sheriff's Department Headquarters 
4700 Ramana Boulevard 
Monterey Park. California 91734-2169 


LEROY D. BACA, SHERIFF 


September 24, 2004 


Deputy Darrin Wilkinson, = 


Deputy Wilkinson: 


On September 7, 2004, you were served with a Letter of Intention indicating your right to 
respond to the Sheriffs Department's pending disciplinary action against you, as reported 
under File Number IAB 2056234. You were also advised of your right to review the material 
on which the discipline was based. 


You did exercise your right to respond. However, after review and consideration of the 
response submitted to support your position, your Division Chief determined that the 
recommended discipline is appropriate. 


You are hereby notified that you are discharged from your position of Deputy Sheriff, Item 
No. 2708A, with this Department, effective as of the close of business on September 28, 


2004. 


An investigation under File Number IAB 2056234, conducted by Internal Affairs Bureau, 
coupled with your own statements, has established the following: 


iF That in violation of Manual of Policy and Procedures Sections 3- 
01/030.05, General Behavior; and/or 3-01/100.35, False Information 
in Records; and/or 3-01/050.10, Performance to Standards, on or 
about January 2002, you provided false information in official 
reports involving one criminal case in which you were convicted of 
a misdemeanor as part of a plea negotiation. Additionally, there 
were several other cases wherein your work product failed to 
maintain the standards established by the Sheriff's Department for 
criminal investigations, in that what you stated in your case log was 
contradicted by the statemenis of victims and/or witnesses, and/or 
you failed to properly investigate your cases by failing to interview 
victims and/or witnesses, and/or pursue workable leads. This is 
evidenced by, but not limited to: 
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a) Case #4-01-02252 
You stated in your case activity log that you contacted the 
victim who was “uncooperative,” even though atleast one of 
the victims said he was never contacted by you. You later 
admitted there were some leads that were not pursued. 


b) Case #7-01-06664 

In your case activity log, you stated you contacted the victim 
and showed her pictures of err sel but 
received no suspect identification from her. During the 
course of this investigation, the victim was contacted. She 
indicated she was never contacted by an investigating deputy 
and never shown the pictures in question. The photos that 
were in the case file and were allegedly shown to the victim 
on April 30, 2001, were actually taken from LACRIS on June 
25, 2001, some 25 days after the case was closed and 50 
days after they were allegedly shown to the victim. 


c) Case #11-01-08046 
Your case activity log indicates you tried to contact the 
victims on June 21, 2001, “but found they had moved.” 
During the course of this investigation, the three victims were 
contacted and one stated he had not moved, another said he 
had moved in August 2001, and the third said he was never 
contacted and had never moved. 


d) Case #12-01-11296 
Your case activity log details you contacting a victim and 
showing photos from the gang, Goya ead 
During the course of this investigation, both victims were 
contacted and neither said they were contacted by an 
investigator, nor shown photos of possible suspects. You 


admitted in your interview that you may have put inaccurate 
information into your report and log 


By your actions, you have brought discredit upon yourself and the Los Angeles County 
Sheriff's Department. 


In taking this disciplinary action, your record with this Department has been considered, 
and a thorough review of this incident has been made by Department executives, including 
your Unit end Division Commanders. 
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You may appeal the Department's action in this matter pursuant to Rules 4.02, 4.05 and 
18.02 of the Civil Service Rules. 


You may, if you so desire, within fifteen (15) business days from the date of service of this 
notice of discharge, request a hearing on these charges before the Los Angeles County 
Civil Service Commission, 222 North Grand Avenue, Los Angeles, California 90012. 


The Sheriff's Department reserves the right to amend and/or add to this letter. 
Sincerely, 


LEROY D. BACA, SHERIFF 


yargi. ohatty 


LARRY L. WALDE 
ASSISTANT SHERIFF 


Note: Attached for your convenience are excerpts of the applicable areas of the Manual 
of Policy and Procedures and Civil Service Rules. 
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g Advocacy Unit 
Sandra Hutchens, Chief, Office of Homeland Security 
Peter G. Amico, Captain, Safe Streets Bureau 
internal Affairs Bureau 
Office of Independent Review (OIR) 
Bruce Pollack, Captain, Personnel Administration 


